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ss Described is a 4-week summer workshop, Project ; 

- OUTREACH,’ designea to train Head Start personnel in the knowledge and 

_ iskills necessary to identify handicapped or potentially handicapped 

i children ‘and to develpp specific teaching strategies for the 
-. preschool handicapped che1d. It.is explained that a unique aspect of 

‘ithe workshop was the coordination of 19 consultants. Reported are 
tesults of objective (one fourth of participants made: significant 

; gains in knowledge and skills) and subjective evaluations (80 percent 
‘of participants, regarded the workshop as very informative or — 
“informative). Briefly described are thé folloWing topic.areas: 

overview of early. childhood and exceptional, child education; 

- assessment of child's existing skills; curriculum development; 
instructional methodology; development of psychomotor skills; 
‘language, speech and hearing development; selection, utilization, and 
production of materials; communication and working with families of 
handicapped children; and record keeping. Appended are the, objective | 
evaluation instrument, evaluation forms, anda narrative summary of 
daily evsinations. (DB) 
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INTRODUCTION /ABSTRACT gh ahi tas 


_This...pa per describes. the pargons ene. processes responsible 


eatendecetae ne cee ne ee 


_ tial instructors of théir peers or. subordinates as they 


‘for the four week summer workshop -= Project OUTREACH -- 

held at the Liberty County preschool center, Bristol, Florida, : 
June 18 + July 13, 19%. The ietlovtag wenbons and sub- 
sections provide: the reader a aoncise whedon of the pur- 


pose'of the project, backgroundvon the participants, the we 
ae 3 i ‘ 


content of training sessions and the process and results of 
* . . 


selected evaluation strategies.’ a 
. t 
2.0 , PURPOSE oh ~ 
. ne 
Project OUTREACH was designed to train selected persons . 


. 


serving An Head Start programs in the knéwiviige and skills 
necessary ,to identify handicapped or potentially ‘handi- 
capped children and to,develop specific teaching strategies 
most appropriate for the preschool handicapped child. 
Persons receiving thie: breining were also viewed as poten- 


« J 


returned to their respective instructional roles. 
a 
. . 
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3.0 PARSYCIPANTS 


The selected trainees paneerenes S geograplic area of seven 


. 
' 


eS 


The seven counties‘are representative of the small rural 

8 oo . demographic topology in the case of Liberty, Walton | ‘* 
Washington, ae and Taylor Counties and of the middle- 

a sizdd urban communities in disivnis and Leon. The partic- 


‘ | P. ‘ fe 


ipants represented a wide range of variation in professional, 

training. One person had been a eacher of the mentally 

retarded, but the majority had ca pat awareness of 

on the ramifications of providing services tothe handi- & 
capped... . i Se, a 


—_ 


ane unique aspect of this workshop was the utilfzation oe 
a variety of resource persons who were Reiekaniel to have 
thee senititivs, in a broad range of topics. , Coordination 
yo of the presentatioks of the nineteen consultants was 
mandatory since the iexidowtion of information presented 
or possible confusien on the part of the participants, 
after prolonged exebenre to an array of vheQN ses, Opinions 
‘and ideas was.a distinc’ possibility. Coordinating activ- 
.. ities included pre-session meetings of the coordinating 


consultant with the topic consultant to discuss related , ® 


presentations as well as informal gessions held ‘by the 
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coordinatip Ag consultant with participants to react to 
ig 


. “question 3 "ISP $-3-1.°4 4 Ice = nf aan ee eerannted vara 
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“h.0 * TRAINING COURSE CONTENT — 


ah training: sessions iarubed the basic tenents iof, . \ 
early childhood education as well as an ‘ awareneds of the 
special needs of the handicapped. The perviee reflected 
/the philosophy, therefore, that children are viewed first’ 
{. P as children, then as ghiidban. with a so or, poten=- 
| tial Handicap. The course content refle¢ted this philos-~ 
Oophy by presenting sa eid Goede have implications 
for the education of every child, but vith a recom-=' 


nit dendandvns’ for the child who is handicapt ped. ‘ 


Individualization of instruction was. anct er area of emphasis. 
, hs Janes L. Hymes, dr.’ ‘states in his ‘book (Pedching the Child ~ 
Under Six, n Chitdgen under six must upeitheir minds, and ; 
. 4 a they want to. They aunt eww and phy ee to. ‘But the 


e 


challenge’ to good education is to find the | content and 


methods of teaching that fit the young child." : ee a 


‘Both whe. gpatont and methads nate stressed in the Project 
a ih kia workshop. Content imput was comprised primarily 
. “eo 


l i of. the development of: psycho-motor, sensory motor, lar 


guage.and social/personal skills., Methods of ‘teaching in- 


a 


° . 


cluded huwate behavioral nodiPicasi n techniques, yeeeieres 


teaching. teaching based ‘on “andapila 


+ 
room management, and group teaching 
. 4 i 


nat 2 2 epenbs 


: gn ‘addition ko ‘these ‘areas of emph hhele, “Gouponente-of the 


workshop were designed to avalon awareness of the import-. 


ance of informal and formal student assessment of skills; 


curriculum content; the. productlign of teacher-made materials; 
strategies for screening, refe ral, and identification; 


resource’ utilization; and meth ds-of managing data. 
e < : ' ® 


. c S = vy 
Although no texts were used fo lie workshop, each session 


the presentation. Mager's book, Writing Behavioral Ob- 


" 


jectives, was also included in g hand-outs. 


a 
5.0. 3 ah 
\ 


strategies empioyed to evaluate t Niele ‘progress init the 
course of # e curriculum, Data co ected was used to eval- 
uate the ef ectiveness of each topi \ area presentation and 
will provi e\ information for the im rovenent of subsequent 


training endgavors. _ \ 


5.1 OBJECTIVE EVALUATION 
) a 


Ts twen$y- Four: (2m) 
strument see Sppentie was deve oped and admin atered 


So = Sj. — oe 


before. ‘and ‘after\the pe ‘tapeton: ° The “Teens ie 


wow of oot a content vithin @ach area sae co 


muications ith eee ‘concernihe ¢ the content ae thei 
‘presentation 
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fourth of the trainees made significant caine tn khow 
 ‘leage and skills, as ReReUr EE by the "pre/post evalust 

L tnwbeenent While the biesinitiet deetnees dacrnnh pe 

: subjective assessment “that the workshop peavided a signif- 
icant learnihg experience, two factors veactaded them from 
demonstrating aig on the objective assessment. First, the 
unique iaiee of this:project made it unfea ible to provide 
ideal criterion referenced evaluation. Sect ndly, alt ough’ 
the mean item ee approached the ideal of. 2 (45), 


eight of he items proved to be too difficult, warranting 


this Femoval for any future evaluations. | 


Despite these factors, one person demonstrated a 38% -over- 


*» : . 
all increase in performace, another e 33% imerease. Five 


T5o- 


‘ ry . * - * 


j ‘ ; * 9 
: i . other individuals demonstrated ‘@ mean increase of?12%, 
‘Complete data on each subject is provided in Table'l. 7 
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} 5.2 + SUBJECTIVE EVALUATION 


SEPA CBE POPPE 2 THEE EIT ST “ERT Od MES arm ‘fe oe : ’ = Be 
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This "section HEP eoRTeS the. subjective component, of the 
Poe procedure, Phis procedure consisted of the J. 
dessens administration, and interpretation of two data- 


I jh collection instruments. The first was designed to 
Sa ed — ] 


measure trainee response tog@ach daily Session. The 


F * second (was designed to assess which topic areas needed 
Ais Ye - 
, further enphasis in future Head Gtart training ‘programs, 


ni” ‘is # 


een Daily evaluations were made by each participant mee 
. appendix). These evaluations included a four dimentional + 
ranking of presentations: Very Informative, Informative, 


Some What Informative, and Not Particularly Valuable. 
; I, ‘ } 


The daily evaluation also Sucrudea narrative comments (see 
appendix). “Paeyate Briefly" required the seapondant to 
‘express in reasons ‘for he dius, "This session could 
have been iuproved by" wad "The strong points of this ses=. ro 
Neu sion are" are self explanatory. -In the majority of cases, \ 
participants utilized all-three comment aren daily. A ‘ 


summary of, narrative comments is included in the appendix. 
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TABLE 1 , 


ae if er, a 
PRE. TEST POST TEST § PERCENT 
SCORE * - SCORE ‘CHANGE . 


( oy 


MEAN STANDARD ye 
DEVIARION 

MEAN ITEM , a 
DIFFICULTY 
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6.0 WEEKLY TABULATIONS OF "DAILY RESPONSE" SHEETS "iy 


eae et cm sa : : ; a 

——————— dh _ —— er meee ‘ a ne —~. 
GRAPHS #1- , eg \? awe \ 5 

== == paigy: repsonse. ‘sheets were distributed at-the-end-of === 


: ,each day and tabulated (see graphs 1-4). TheSe graphs. ! 
' look at the weekly total responses inorder to view | ae * 
\ ; ; 4 
\ ta comparisons and inferences of workshop success. 
: . : te \ . . 
: ; “6 : ' , ' & 
GRAPH #2 \\ . Ba icy 2% f 
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Th of, the participants rated this wéek as Very Informa- » ‘ 


’ 


tive, while 23% viewed them as Informative or Somewhat 


e ‘ Informative. The response of June 22nd indicated that 
) egsion' was felt lacking informationally as 79% ae 


abo sd 
rated/it as Informative or Somewhat Informative. 


614%/ of the participants rated this week as Very Informative, 
24% Informative, 14% Somewhat Informative, and 1% Not 
Particularly Valuable. The.total résponses during this Bhi 


, . y . . 
week were more scattered although one day was indicated 


as 100% Very Informative (see graph 2). | : ’ mr 
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: tabulated Responses for June 18 - 22; 1973 °°. - 


, Sb; 


COLOR Cove 


~ Sune 19, 1993- Orange 
June 9, 1993 - Blue 
June 2d, (973 - Broun. 
June 2A. (993 - Crreen 
Ene Pei 1993 - Rect 


CO. we 
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“10% 
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on 100% 
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100, 


3, 


«June 24, 1993 - ney 


2, 


“Pabulated Responses for pe 25 - 29,1973 
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bee 
COLOR cove 

Nand 25, 1913- Orange 4» 
June, Ze, 1993 - Blue” - 


 ) 
June 2) 1993- Brovon 
June 29,1993-Qreen 
@o 
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“GRAPH #3 ° ~~ * - 


‘Geternunive or ‘Somewhat eal i" 


whether the participants were becoming more’ sophiabicetes, 


\ he P 


57% of the participants rated this week as Wery Informa- 


‘ 


tive, 39% faformative, si 4% Somewhat informative. The 


total poaonede! “were wneee evenly @ivided on Very 


Informative vs Hpkacanttee send Somewhat Joruveative. On 
graph #3 one. day (7/3) shows an almost even division 


between Mery ERISEARE ENS and Informative and another day 
ad . 
(7/6) iniieates that most participants found it eitter 
+ “ 
. { 
, ‘| 
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GRAPH #h- }. 
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noe a? the aartdeipante rated this week as has Fe Informa- 


itive. ane Informative, 22% Somewhat Informative, and 9% 


‘ 


Not Bhesdwalaris Valuable. In the SeApey we have an 
indication that. 50% of the participants, show the sessions , 


Fanesne ‘from Informative to Not Particularly, Valuable. 
I 
This ie the largest weekly percentage to fall in tiis~ 


category during the four week period. Also, in this 
‘ “ * 
week, we have an a.m. and p.m. evaluation for one day, 


. 


(see graph 4). The question could be raised as to 


in rating, whether they were “feeling the pressure jet Sous 


- 


consecutive weeks of programming or whether’ they had already ~ 
) s 
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= Tavbulated Responses for July 2 - 6, 1973 _ 
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Lop, ‘ a 2 es é 
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COLOR CODE | 
Sulu 2 ,1993-- Orange 
ould 13 Sie. 


Broevon 
rie, 3- Green » 
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. Tabulated Responses July 9 - 12, 1973 


b or 


40% 


| eee SI NPV 


COLOR: CODE. 


a July q 1413 - Orange 
5 3.1913 - Blue. 
ps Jeig i; "199.3 - Brovon - 
pm ety. ly 49.13 - Green - 

sal 12/1973 - Red 


" 40%% 


. . 
‘ @ e898 


Pa: : ; 
' reached closure on the workshop. 
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“percentages tabulations (ge 
> | * 
- Scompiled percentage tabul éns of these weéks. 
| in . Bag “ Y { 
7 “@ ; = - ‘ \ ; \ 
As you look at the t for each week, you will note 


\ 


: : } < ay IY ' ia 
a ee is a perce agé drop in all/Very Informative 
: responses as the ks went on, Somé of the loss was 


piéked upein th ‘Info mative response column. It is ‘onl 


in combining e per entages in Very Saeor eae and I 


: Fos 
TOPICS\OF CONTINUED NEED | 


ty 


’ 


cond met a‘of subjective evaluation was in the form 


an opinionnaire (see appendix). This‘opinionnaire, which 
completed| ht the last session, requested-responses to 
| - ae 


wh t topics d you' need more information on: ae 
\ 4 


-1h. 


oF . 
week? Total and oeeaid mesed Tabulations 
|DD% 
. 40% 
{en | 
10% | 
Lo? : 


Spenn “CODE. 


. June 18-22 7 Seange'! 
June 29- 24 “Rlue~ 
z aati 2- @/ Broun , 
, q-12.- Green’ 
sat total ~ Redex 


2 ‘ ° 
’ 


Over iew of Early Childhood and Exceptional Child Education 


Asses! ment of child! s functioning level 


Cieets veiw revel boners ° 
Instrudtional methods 


Development of psycho-motor skills 


Languagd, speech and hearing development: 
Selectioh, utilfization andpproduction of magedials 
Working hithef cailies . 


Record keeping 


In addition, |narrative responses indicated strengths of the 


. 


workshop, wea nesses of the workshop and comments (see appendix). 
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GRAPH #6 : 


The following gragh shows the percentage VAbULeCtone of the 
* ¢t 
reaction ZL s given xt the close of the  Mankaley This 


SRT OPmAE LG ‘willl be kenkt with according tio enon topic area 


TOPIC #1/ OVERVIEW OF SEARI'Y CHILDHOOD AND EXCEPTIONAL CHILD.” 
- » +f EDUCATION if : 


‘ 


a 4 a 


' 
; 


/ ¢ ’ s ‘ 39 
One , spdnt disseminating: information in reference to 


6 : ‘ > ol 
this opic (June 18). Compilation of the daily response 


sheets «indicated 86% found the session Very sical and 


I! 
1hg Informative|, Looking . at the gant. we find that be 
f z=! ; , 


216 


indicated a continued need, ' 


TOPIC #2° ASSESSHENT OF CHILD'S EXISTING SKILLS 


Two days were spent disseminating information in. refer- 
ence to this topid (June 22, July 2).. Compilation of 
the daily response sheets indicated that 52% found the 
sessions Very.In ormatives 29% Informative and 19% 


omewhat Informative. Looking at the graph, 14% still 


ndieated ‘a nedd. ~~ , f me 


‘ a ‘ 
“TOPIC #3 CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT 
, wos . bad 


Poe of the; workshop days were apent disseminating in- 


aonetien in patereare ta this topic. (June 19- 21). Com- 


dilation of thé daily response sheets oo 96% 


_fpund the pessions Yery Informative and 4% Anformative. 


doking ag. she graph, 8% still indicated a need, 


=i 


PIC yu rheraucrronat METHODOLOGY 


thé Workshop bisa were spent tieawniuebhtie in- 


* 
Com- 


hat Informative, and 1% No Particular Value. Looking 


rd * ‘ 


e graph, 4% still indicated need. 


oe 


“one has a a need. ; ' 


X : \\» ; ° ; \\ 


the two daily response sheets. indicate hat soa tte \ 


TOPIC #5 DEVELOPMENT OF PSYCHO-MOTOR SKILLS ~§ , \ 
; \ AV = 


Two workshop days were eta disseminating information NY 


\ 


in-reference to this er (July 5-6). ‘Compilation of \\ 


the daily response sheets for those days indicate that 


oe - |X 
48S found the sessions Very Informative, 45% {Informative ‘\ 
° , “ , : 


and 1% Somewhat Informative. | Looking at the graph, no \ w 


po 


z \ i ¢ sigh 
ae. oe ol” boxe ; 

TOPIC #6 LANGUAGE, SPEECH AND HEARING DEVELOPMENT 
ae A a ~S 


> 


and seating it Informative. Looking at\the _&eaph, “64 
indicated a continued need. - °*, \ “4 Bg. 
at - Hf : . . iy ' 
TOPIC. #7 . SELECTION, MESUEDRE SOS AND PRODUCTION OF a ee 
MATERIALS ee kale . | . 


« # ~ “¢ \ ‘ 
reference to this tqpic (July 9-10). he compilation of. \ 


\° é 


‘ 
cy 


Value. All of these percentages are within a 10 point 
range. Looking at the graph, 19% indicated a continued 
ae , 3 . 


need. 


( mn : : if 
’ 
TOPIC #8 COMMUNICATION AND WORKING WITH FAMTLIES: OF 
* HANDICAPPED CHILDREN are \ 


a , ' 
One-half day was spent disseminating information in reference 


to ttlis topic (July 11, a.m.). The compilation of. the Py 
daily response sheets indicated’ 100% Nery Informative, 
Looking at the graph, we find that 4% indicated a continued 


Crea E 


need. : / 


Ln] 


TOPIC #9 RECORD KEEPING 
al r 


One aud half days were apeny disseminating IDROPKRDESY “etm, 
in reference to this topic (gly 11, p.m.). The com- : 
pilation of the daily response sheets indicate that 36% 
found..the session Very Informative, 40% Informative, and 

24% Somewhat Informative. Lopkiag at the erick, 29% =! 


indicated a continued need. 
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Topics of Continued Need 
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368 


- atl, 
eh 
Ie), 
f 
12% 
B2y- 
Nfs 
oe) 
ti 25,488 °6 2.9 4 | 
es - Copic Numberd) 
ee 
fi *. om : is 
. i tee 
1. overview of Barly Childhood aiid Exceptional Child Education 
ai: Assessment of chila's existing skills, 
3. Curriculum Development po (. 
4, Instructional Methodology . ‘ - 
ea * 
5. Development of Psyché-Motor Skills, 
6. L nguage, Speech and Hearing Devalimant 
1. 
8. 
9. 
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APPENDIX 
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OBJECTIVE EVALUATION vena 


= 108 ‘ [. 
p : ; \ 
1. Intraindividual differences is a concept which 
stresses differences: E 


Lap He “in the iedhs learn new material. . 
2- ‘between two children with the same handicap. 
3¢ is an individual's handicaps and abilities. 
_4. none of the above 


32. Age-level characteristics, are due mainly to: ¢ 


*1. prior instrudtion. 
2. maturation and learning. 
3. growth and experience. 
. both 2 and 3 
33. The child's noyivat i ikely to ‘increase ey 
>, continua ‘positive reinforcement. 
variatiog in presentation atyiee. 
teacher ehthusiasm. 
above 


-¢ 


34," Education's role in aining the handicapped is to: 


~ 


7 1. improve poor hereditary factors. ; 
2. correet organic defects. 
3. compensate for poor environmental conditions. 
3 4. all of the above / ‘ 
‘ ; 


35. Which of the following classes of retarded students 
will you most likely be working with: 


1... trainable mentally retarded 
2.4 totally dependent — 

3., severly retarded 

4h. slow learners’ 

5. ‘none of the above 


36. Evaluation of a child's progress requires 


* knowledge of the child's abilities before 
- entering the progran,. 
the administration of formal tests. 
communications with the Par eee 
all of the above 
\numbers 1 and 2 only 


Sei citicAic att sa, Daal te 5th dbteiedalthi edhe) aids ind isna-tedinids CLAP Abad uh Sitiotna WA AOSD nb dk See oe ee 
= 5 : 7 = . 


s 


Bs, os 


° .* ¢ 
37. With respect to curriculum materials for retarded 
children: . 
. : 1.” use the same materials ‘as normals use with 
. more repettition.  , 
2 ah, special materials-are needed based on the 
i 4 ‘\chi@d's prior experiences. 
3. \the*materiais should be somewhat more abstract; 
4, materials should be geared to independent 
‘ use vy children. 
38. Task sk abalysis taf | a, manele th involves: 
bs 1. sequencing instristl ‘Sa . 
2a. epee cat ‘components of @skill. 3 
3. hasis 8n efficiency. © ey 
4 a of the ebpyer: - 4, = 
ee ' 
39. The best ‘description of the tconiva Social Learning 
curriculum is: \s 
wh Be eee s 
\ 1. improving the child's -self concept. 
2. systematically expanding the child's 
% awareness, X 
3. developing the child's independence ‘from: 
instru tional help.: 
> . a . 
ne 40. The analysis of a child's behavior anouls include: 
3] . 1. school attendence records’. | 
2. home atmosphere. < 
| 3. interaction with peers., 
| 4, test results. 
' §. all of the above 
| \ 
ni, Which techalques vould most likely tntertere, vith’ | 
Learning: 
| ‘1. provide immediate Census to a child's \ 
response. \ 
2. reinforce correct “¥esponses. \ 
° 3. let the child learn by trial ahd error ~ 
; ; qe provide repetition | so Sver-learning occurs. 
“ 
ail . { r ; ? x ed 
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V2. Concerning the datibecarste of handicap ed with other ¢ 
Mine SETS SE? i 
y 
< ndrmal children may try to do t oak for the “ee 
special child.’ 
2. mormal children need 9 direct im to 
questions about differences in other children. 
3.°.other children are likely to pick up a 
teacher's dttitude toward the special tes aac aa 
kh. all‘of the above, ws 
5. numbers 2 end 3 only 
" . * 
43. Behavior modification, stresses: r 
e ignoring inappropriate behavior. .” 
€ . - 2, showing.disapproval for inappropriate 
- behavior. ~ j : : 
3. praising appropriate RERETINR«' 
4.‘ all of the above 
5. numbers 1 and 3 only - 
“hh, Behavioral modification stresses: 
. 1. provide-a basis for sens ng a child's 
progress. 
2. cam aid in evaluating the effectiveness of : 
> learning materials. * 
3. ‘should be communicated to students.- ; 
&. all of the above . 
45. “Planning for. Andividuelisea instruction, should fnetudes’.’ 


H t 
te knowledge of the atudeat? 8 caper 


es test scores. Pn 
2. knowledge of student's handicaps. 
3... grading student based on group a pilus G66ais ‘ ’ 
kh. all of the above 
5. numbers-1 and 2 only : 


46, The assessment’ process for diagnosing a-child's-neea + 


- 


for individualized instruction should include: 


ee alla CmmRRRER apes eer mor ener gee mareree 
; e psychological and educatiohal evaluation. 


3. periodic reassessment. % 
«kh, all of. the above ; : ¥ . 
5. numbers 1 ahd. 2 only : 


= 


< 
aT. Children vith nase hae: loss are affected “shderty 
: in their: 
1. _psycho-motor skills. 
2. intelligence. 
F 3. language and spacoh BEDE Me: 
vy. &,. visual transfer, . . 
Fa 
4B. ‘Mearing- impaired children can benefit from: "os 
1. the feel “of musicel ‘sounds: : a 
2. dramatic storytélling.. ow ee 
3. the visual aspeets of speech. - 
( 4h, all of the above 


e q 5. numbers I and 2 only ° 
kg. Seaciskns psychenotor skills requires that you: 


1. perform a task analysis. i 

2.- provide guidance through verbal cues ¢ 
3. provide physical gcsdanses “ 
4, all of the above 


5. mumbers 1 and 2 only ; ( 


50. Gross motor toys (musical carptt syeeper): 


1. require yefined muscle movements, 

2. stimulate critical thinking skills. 

3. involve large muscle groups. 

4, should follow the use'of toys to stimulate 

“fine motor movement, , h 

.5. none of the above eS a eee 

51. Research and informal observation sh/ws that an in- 
tensive early childhood Shae y SO aeE rogram is: 


1. mainly pees ao the betes nigh padoy 


3. most practical vith ‘the severly Fetarded. 
* W, ‘atl of the above . 


a 
s 


52 teacnere and parents nacd to_connunica te because: 


1. parents have needed information. ~ 


2. parents need inf ion for follow-up at home, 


3. parents of children BESRONY special needs may 


need reassurance. . 
bh, all of the abdye 
_ 5. ‘numbers 1 and 2 only : 


; Pe : : ' } 
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54. For 


‘ - 


1. 
2. 


3. 


the 


1. 


* 


. cd 
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-53. Recowd keeping is a top aa for teachers becatise: - 


it helps to emphasize the needs of each child. 
it can provide data for the revision of ‘the 
total progran. 

it provides the single link. with the ‘parents 
through grades, ‘ y 
all of the above : 
‘numbers 1 and 2 only’ 


equesyor the retarded child: 


~ 


és more easily entertained. 


2. .is usually multi-handicapped,. 


3. 
4, 


requires Special methods and services. 
all of the above 
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DAILY EVALUATION 


PROJECT OUTREACR, 


Date: 
This session was: 


: Very Informative 
# 


? 


F Informative 


; ah Informative 


t Particularly Valuable 


. 


Explain Briefly 


— | 


. 


: a 7 
This session could have been improved by: 


Pa) 


ie 


PROJECT OUTREACH 
Bristol, Florida 
Pre-Workshop Assessment Instrument | 
June 18 - July 13 
1973 - 


What topics do ron need more information on: 


- be 
2. 
3. 


5. 
6. 
7. 


9. 


Overiew.of Early Childhood and™ Picepticns Child Education - 
»Assessment of child's existing skills \ 
‘Curriculum Develapment 2 owe «nf 
Instructional Methodology 

Development of Psycho-Motor Skills 

Language, Speech and Hearing .Development . 

Selection, Utilization and Production of Materials 
Communication and alicne with Families of Handicapped 
Children ! x 

Record Keeping 


“Other: 


Strengths of Workshop: 


Weaknesses of Workshop: 


an 


PROJECT OUTREACH ‘ y ‘ 
.  OPINIONNAIRE RESULTS 


AUGUST 13, 1973 


i] 
ie STRENGTHS: i 
Broad overall scope a ky of 
Background and practical eaperiancs j 
Use of consultants with a variety of backgrounds 
Selection of subjects and presentation 
Small peoke participation 
‘Content well correlated; well planned Ae, 3 y : aT 
Understanding of chi}dren, especialy handicapped 


Practical nature of the workshop 


“@ WEAKNESSES: 
Too much lecturing 5 . + 
atte More activities involving children necessary , 
- Some information too high level F 
) * 7 are - 
Tee Rough) -LOTL,.AXDE Aces y ~ 


- Too much repetition , : : ~ 


(eeihceectaniatractath iets at _involvnhent needed - 


. ~ 


DAILY EVALUATIONS 
BABRATIVE SUMMARY ~ 
c , 
tatoonetity; group participation; interest in 
participant needs; information on how | children 


learn and pre yith individual instruction. 


rie 


) # 
Too little time for group interaction; consultant 


~needed more time to go into. detail’on the oe 


topics. covered. 


Useful handouts; practical points made. 


« a 


Sensory motor activities which, teach cleus 
a Ny ' 


i i development techniquag; {nvolvewent of, . 
participants in activities for ss wa, a 
modeling in teaching. 

‘ “$3 
More stress on. handicapping conditions; formal 


tests explained more throughly. 


Claésroom management; grouping; would liked 
to have had more handouts. ¥ 
Field: trip worthwhile; allowed us to observe 


handicapped, children. 


ilm (EXPERIMENT IN HOPE) was very good; expla-. ; 


nation on how to chart behavior; explanation 


. 


of precision teaching. 


a 


Preparing behavioral objectives; simplified 


prdcess so all could understand. \ 
A 4 


\ 


Proced ures for increasing, reducing, neintaining, 


% 


or lea ning a new behavior by pinpointing the 


Behavio and individuals cing the insgruction,. 
yk a 

T/2 Definition of handicapped children; procedures | * 7 

. lis 


for screening; group involvment in writing \ | a 


. \ | 
‘ | 


definition. ‘ 
; : fp oN , \¢ 

. oaks | 

Use of record (hearing test), tapes of children} 
I\ 


filmstrip helped to demonstrate speech and 


. /hearing probléns; ‘handout on development 


* language. * ' 


T/5 “Patterns of ae motor development ; films 


| | 
. ‘ | 
i 


and slides gave ideas for teaching; small group 


a ‘ sessions to" develop lessons on™ sana 


a i 


i aaa T/6—~-Tatorantton-reluabie-for-any- teachers. chi 
? zie 

: \demonstrated | \notor skills... : es ers 

\ 3 7 =< % 

ssc 


2% “the Stressed play equipment - ander /oubinor; select 


te aS . and utilise materials. 
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: " | * #30- . a ch 


PA . ; - ' . ; : 
. iS é ~ * 
Review of 1193 discussion of ee therapy; ‘ a 
mislabeling of children... - : 
AM Fundamentals for communicating with parents; i ae 
role playing to demonstrate various types of .. Fs 
*» interviews; case studies. ; nok) : \ \ 
. rf . 5) : A 
PM Purpose .of record keeping; program managment ¥ q oe 
‘madel group performance profile; both -‘ 
. ‘ . : a” . sh 
individual and group records. “ee \ 
. L *. ry A 
Covered programming; materials suggested; keeping 
“of good records stressed. 
3 i vie ‘ { 
' 
ae | 
| 
i = } 
nM 
. a - 
, j ry 
{ 
t r \ 
-3l1- F } 
é “ft , . , 
S60 3 : 
@ x » 25 
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4 2 : 3 
Sufficient is of the success of the\worksShop can be ! 


The uniqueness 


atdaduvnved fron tablef 1 and Graphs 1+6. 
of the vorksho} fornst, the involvement of \nineteen inate : 
re ° vidual Re: is wonebaened to be bath a strength and P : 


a weakness. The positive factor is that par -icipants’ re- 


cieved a broad overview of a variety of fonke as or ee re- 


late to the education of young ahiceren frou ersons know= © = 


ledgeable in the field.: This “method, wagcetedt when one 


- 
. considers the background of tis, saarskyot the articipants, ° : 
fulfulled the needs of the trainees: more supeignentiy then: ba 
a vook-ériented, one consultant approach. It further » 
is 7 allowed for maxium interaction between "teacher and student” 
and effectively demonstrated a broad “spectrum of ways to -— 
sitewent material ssininenoiy. which will hopefully _ | * 
: BS es , r en Caer oe i 
inprove the participants ability to use a multiplicity of F 
\ approaches in the classroom. | J ; .* 
topes ‘ ae a 


The greatest constraint in the format vas the inability to. 
eveaee te say degree of accuracy the main points which would 
be covered by any given day. However, this was primarily a ns 
problea in designing the Hr af post assessment instrument. 

In only one instance did any significant problem occur in 


participant Snterpretation. 


| 
4 
. 
“| 


ain presentation at each workshop session was , ~ 4 
vtaped. These video-tapes, as well as all responses 


s \from parftticipants, are available on request, 


: : 
/ -& 
alsb important to note, in conclusion, that college 

i . . } eo & a 


= credit with tuition waved was available for those partici- thonay? 
pants who jqualified. 7 ; ; 
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